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453 Russell Senate Office Building
Washingion, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Inhofe:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that
they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service
will cost tore. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to
change 1o a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and contmqe to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCCon my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Teresa Allen

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Theodore JOHNSON FCC - MAILROOM |

~38 Pennwood Drive, Dover, DE 19901

November 1, 2005 1:38 PM

Senator Thomas Carper

UJ.S. Senate

513 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Carper:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and
unnecessary. In addition, it would have-a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that
they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Theodore JOHNSON
e . ST RIS .
The Federal Communications Compmission -~ .« . = . w00
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Paul Marshall F_Q_g ; - MAILROOM l

720 W. Adams Street 211A New Hall, Macomb, IL 61455

November 1, 2005 5:30 PM

Senator Barack Obama

U.5. Senate

713 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Obama:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position te change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a

month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-velume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high voiume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly, If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans 1o change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation,

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Paul Marshall

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Dixie Randolgh —

500 N. Avenue D, Kermit, TX 79745

November 1, 2005 1:40 PM

Representative Mike Conaway

U.S. House of Representative
511 Cannon House Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Conaway:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system, If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and
unnecessary. In addition, it wouid have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that
they do. As a consumer [ would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,
Dixie Randolph -
ce: ’ T Ty

The Federal Communications Commission
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Peggg Kenngdy
860 Caspers 81, €dmonds, WA 98020 WM

Hovgmber 2,2005 12:22 AM

denator Palty Murray

U.3. $gnate

173 Russell Sgnatg Offieg Buailding
Washington, PC 20510-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Pockel 96-45

Pear Senator Marray:

| havg sgrious eoncerns rggarding thg Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to changg the Universal
Servicg Fund (USF) eollgetion method 10 a monthly flat fee. Many of gour econstitugnts, ineluding me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will be nggativegly impacted by the unfair change proposed by thg FCC.

s you know, USF {s eurrenily eollgeted on a revenag basis. Peoplg who use more pay morg into the system.  If the
FCC changdes that sgstem to a flat fgg, that means that somgong who uses ong theusand minutegs a month of long
distanee, pays the same amount into the fund as somgong who usgs zero minules of long distanee & month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited rgsouregs wisgly should not be pgnalizgd for doing so.

A flal fee 1ax could causg many low-volume long distaneg users, like students, prepaid wirgigss users, sgnior citizgns
and low-income regsidential and ruaral eonsumers, {0 give up their phongs dug to unaffordable monthly inergases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unngeessary. in
addition, it would have a highly detrimental gffect on small busingsses all seross fmeries.

The Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which I am a mamber, Keeps me informed about the USF issug with monthty newsletiers
and up 1o datg information on their website, including links to FCC information. Whilg | am aware thal federal law dogs
not requirg companigs 1o rgeover, or "pass along” these fegs to their customers, the reality is that they do. s a
consumer [ would like gnsurg | am eharged fairly. i the FOC gogs to a numbers taxed, my segrvieg will cost morg. ind
aceording tothe Coalition's rgegnt megtings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to ehange to a flat fee sustem
soon and withoul legistation.

1 will eontinug to monitor dgvelopments on the issug and eonlinug to gpread the word to mg community. | request you
pass along my coneerns o the FCC on my behalf, Igtting thgm know how a flat feg tax could disproportionately affeet
those in your eonslitugney.

Thank you for gour eontinugd work and | look forward to hgaring about gour position on this matter.
Sinegrely,
Peggy Rennedy

ae:

The Federal Commurications Commission
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JETT TRENDEL
STTWISO0 JANESVILLE RD , MUSKEGO, Wt 53150 i ECC - MAILROOM

Hovember 2, 2005  12:09 M

dgnator Russell Feingold

U.8. dgnate

508 Hart Sgnate Office Building
Washington, §C 20510-0001

Subfeet: Re: Federai-dtate Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Docket 96-45

Pear Senator Peingold:

[ have sgrious conegrns rggarding the Federal Communieations Commissions' (TCC) position to change the Universal
dgrvieg Fund ({I$F) collzetion method to a monthly flat feg. Mang of gour eonstitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will be negativelg impaeted by the unfair change proposed by the FCOC.

s gou know, USF is currgntly eollgcled on a revenug basis. Pgople who use morg pay morg info thg system. If the
FCC ehanges that system to a flat fee, that means that somgong who uses ong thousand minulgs & month of long
distaneg, pays the samg amount inlo thg fund as somgong who usgs zero minutes of long distaneg a month.
Constitugnts who use their limited resourees wisely should not be penalized for doing 20,

A flat fee tar could causg meny tow-volume long distaneg users, like students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizgns
and low-income residential and rural eonsumers. to give up their phongs dag to unaffordable monthly inergases on
their bills, $hifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volumg users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would havg a highly detrimental gffect on small busingssgs all across fmerica.

Thi Keep UST Fair Coslition, of which [ am a membgr, Reeps me informed about the UST issug with monthly newsletters
and up 10 datg information on their website, ineluding links to PCC information. Whilg [ am awarg that fedgral law dogs
not requirg companigs to rgcover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. e s
consumger | would likg egnsure | am eharged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taged, my servieg wilt eost more. find
aceording to thg Coalition's reegnt megtings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans 1o change to a flat fee sgstiem
soon and withoul legislation.

[ will eontinug to monitor dgvelopments an the (ssug and continug to spregad the word to my ecommunity. | reguest you
pass along my eonegrns to thg FCC on my behalf, lgting them know how & flat fge tex eould disproportionalely affect
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank gou for gour eontinued work and 1 look forward to hegaring about your position on this matter.

dinegrgly,

JEFF TRENPEL .

ce: .
The Federal Communicaticns Commission
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Judy Nolii )
67 Clark Rd. , Pitusfield, MA 01201 FCC - MA]LROOM
November 2, 2005 8:24 AM

Senator Edward Kennedy

1.8, Senate

315 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Scnator Kennedy:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service lund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my fricnds,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. [f the
¥CC changes that systern to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A lat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF rom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on smali businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which T am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. 'While T am aware that
federal law docs not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure T am charged fairly. If the FCC goces to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a {lat
fee systemn soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sicerely,

Judy Nolli

cc: _ L
The Federal Communications Conimission



Pawn dtrosko
Po Box 19, Armbrust, Pd 13616

Hovember 2, 2005 2:54 M

dgnator {rign Specter

{.3. denate

711 Hart $enate Office Building
Washington, $C 20510-0001

Subjeet: Re: Fedgral-state Joint Board on Universal Sgrviee CC Pocket 96-45

Pear denator Specter:

I havg sgrious coneegrns regarding theg Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to changg thg Universal
Sgrviee Fund (UST) collgetion method to a monthig flat fee. Mangy of your constituents, inclading me, my friends, family
and ngighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

& you know, UaT is currgntly collgeted on a regvenue basis. People who usg more payg morg into the systgm. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someong who uses ong thousand minules a month of long
distaneg, pays the same amount into the fund as somegong who usgs zero minates of long distancg a month.

Constitugnts who use their limited resources wisely should not bg penalized for doing so.

1 flat feg tax could cause many low-volumg long distance users, likg studgnts, prepaid wirglgss usgrs, sgnior eitizgns
and low-inecome residegntial and rural consumers, to give up their phones dug 10 unaffordablg monthly inereases on
their bills. Shifting the funding barden of the USY from high volumg to low-volume users is radieal and unneegssary. In
addition, it would have & highly detrimental gffect on small busingsses all across America.

The Reegp UST Fair Coalition, of which | am & membgr, kgeps me informed about the USF izsug with monthly ngwslgtigrs
and up to datg information on their websitg, including links to FCC information. Whilg | am awarg that federal law dogs
not rgquire companies (o recover, or "pass along” (hese fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. s e
consumer [ would likg gnsure | am eharged fairly. If the PCC goes to a numbers taged, my servieg will cost more. fnd
according 1o the Coalition's recent megtings with top FCOC officials, the FCC has plans to changg to a fial fee systgm
soon and without lggislation.

I'will conhtinug to monitor developtignts on the issug and eontinug to spread thg word to my eommunity. | request gou
pass aiong my eonegrns (o thg FCC on my behalf, lgtting them know how & flat feg tax eould disproporticnately affeet
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank you for gour eontinugd work and | look forward to hgaring about your position on this matter.

dincerely,

Pawn Strosko

e
The Federal Communications Commission




Denise Clsen
P.O. Box 145 601 Wisconsin Ave., Belmont, W1 53510

November 2, 2005 7:41 AM

Represcntative Ron Kind

11.8. House of Representatives

1406 Longworth House Office Building
Washingten, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-4.5

Dear Representative Kind:

I have sericus concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commussions' {FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system.  If the
FCC changes that system to a {lat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-incomne residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC imnformation. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word o my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could dispropertionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Denise Olsen . .

cc: AR

The Federal Communications Commission
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John &tupak

226 Ridge Rd . Jongstown, P (7038

Hovember 2, 2005 4:30 1M

Senator drlgn Speeter

U.3. dgnalg

711 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, ®C 20510-0001

dubjeet: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Sgrvice CC Pocket 96-45

Pear Senator Speeter:

| have sericus conegrns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Servieg Tund (USF) collgetion method to a monthly flat fee. Many of gour constitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will bg nggetively impacted by thg unfair change proposed by the FCC.

s you know, UST" is curregntly collgeted on a rgvenug basis. People who use more pay morg into the sgstem. [f the
FCC echanges that system 1o a flat fee, that means that somegong who uses ong thousand minutes & month of long
distance, pays the samg amount into the fund as somgone who usgs zero minutes of long distanee a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited resouregs wisely should not be penalized for doing go.

1 flat fee tax could ecause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wirglgss usegrs, senior citizens
and low-ineome residential and rursl econsumers, to give up their phongs dug to unaffordable monthly inergases on
their bills. @hifting the funding burdgn of the UST from high volume to low-volume usgrs is radical and unngceessary. In
adcition, it would have a highly detrimental gffect on small busingsses all across fimerica.

The Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which 1 am & member, keeps me informed about the UST (ssug with monthly newslgtters
and up 1o dalg information on their websitg, ineluding links to FCC information. Whilg [ am awarg that fgderal law dogs
not require companigs 1o rgcovgr, or "pass along” thegag fees to thelr cusiomers, the reality is that they do. ds a
consumer [ would likg gnsurg 1 am charged fairly. 1f the FCC goes to a numbgrs taxed, my sgrvieg will cost morg. find
according 1o the Coslition's recent meetings with top FOC officials, the FOC has plans 1o change to a flat fee system
soon and without egistation,

[ will eontinug 1o monitor developments on the issug and continug to spread the word to my eommunity. |request you
pass along my conegrns to the FCC on my behalf, letting thgm Know how a flat fee tax eould disproportionately affect
those in gour constitugney.

Thank you for your eontinugd work and | look forward 1o hgaring aboat gour position on this matter.

Sineergly,

John stupak

Gl
The Federal Communications Commission
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Patrick Culligun ﬁ*—.‘wl

PO Box 595 31 Washington, round lake, NY 12151-0595

November 1, 2005 5:41 PM

Senator Hillary Clinton

U.S. Senate

476 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Clinton:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis, People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a fiat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount inte the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America,

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While T am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees o their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans ¥o change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately af fect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I fook forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Patrick Cuiligan

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission




It st

Eanz!te Martglle
708 Bog Road , Hermon, ME 04401

November 2, 2005 4:48 M

Sgnator Susan Colling

(1.5, Sgnate

461 Dirksgn dgnate Officg Building
Washington, BC 20510-0001

dubject: Re: Federal-dtate Joint Board on Universal $ervieg CC Pocket 36-45

Pear Sgnator Colling:

] havg serious coneerns rggarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to changg the Universal
dervieg Fund (USF) eollgetion method 1o a monthly flat fee.  Many of gour constitugnts, including me, my friends, family
and reighbors, will be neggatively impaetzd by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

s you know, USF is currently eollgeted on & rgvgnue basis. Peoplg who usg more pay morg into theg systgm. If the
FCC changes that systgm to & [lat fge, that means thal someong who usgs ong thousand minutgs a month of long
digtance, pays the same amount into the fund as somgong who uses zgro minutes of long distancg a month.
Constitugnts who use their limited resouregs wisely should not bg penalized for doing so.

1 flat ee tax could causg many low-volumg long distance users, like studgnts, prepaid wirglgss users, senior citizgns
and low-ineomg residential and rural congumers, (o give up their phongs dug to unaffordableg monthly inergasegs on
their bills. &hifting the funding burdgn of thg UST from high volumg to low-volume users is radical and unneegssary. In
addition, it would have & highly detrimental gffect on small busingsses all across Imerics.

The Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am a mgmber, Rggps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newslgtiers
and up to datg information on their websitg, ineluding links to FCC information.  While [ am awarg that fgderal taw dogs
not requirg companies 10 recover, or "pass along” these fegs 1o their customers, the reality is that they do. s a
consumer [ would like gnsurg | am charged fairlg. If the PCC goes to & numbers taxed, my servieg will cost more. fnd
aceording to the Coalition's reegnt meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to ehangde to a flat fee system
soon and without tggislation.

[ will ‘eontinue 10 monitor dgvdopmgms on lhe issug and eontinug to spread the word 1o my community. [ request gou
pass along my eonegrns to the FCC on my behal], leiting them know how a flat feg tax eould disproportionately affect
those in your constitugncy.

Thank you for your eontinugd work and | look forward (o hearing about your position on this maiter.

Sinegrgly,

Jeangtte Marteile .

ee . . _ N
The Federal Communications Commission
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Alice Campbell
200 N. Beech Ave , Highland Springs, VA 23075

November 2, 2005 7:09 AM

Senator George Allen

U1.5. Senate

204 Russell Senate Oflice Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Daocket 96-45

Dear Senator Allen:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC,

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unatfordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the [unding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. '

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of Whl(‘h 1 am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, inchuding links to FCC information. While I am aware that
tederal Jaw does not require companies to recover, or "pass along’ these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition’s recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 1o a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issie and continue o spread tlie word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
aflect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matler.

Sincerely,

i

Alice Caun p_bcll

ce: _ )
"I'he Federal Commuinications Commission
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143 M. Main &, Warsaw, N/ 14569

Hovember 2, 2005 12:39 ¢9M

&gnator Hillary Clinton

{1.3. denate

476 Russell Sgnate Office Building
Washinglon, PC 20510-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-stale Joint Board on Universal Sgrvieg CC Boceket 96-45

Pear denator Clinton:

[ have serious conegrns regarding the Federal Communieations Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
&grvieg Tund (UST) collgetion method to a monthly flat feg. Mang of gour eonstitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will be negatively impactgd by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

s gou know, UST is currently collgeted on a revenug basis. Pgople who use more pag morg into the sgstem. 1f the
PCC changes that system fo a fiat fee, thal mgans that somgong who usgs ong lhousand minategs a menth of long
distanee, pays thg samg amount into thg fund as somgong who uses zero minutgs of long distancee a month,
Constilugns who use their limiled rgscurees wisely should not be penelized jor doing so.

¢ [iat fee tax could causeg many low-volume long distance usgrs, like students, prepaid wirgless users, senior citizens
and low-incomg residential and raral consumers, to give up their phongs dug to unaffordable monthly nergases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of thg UST from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental gffeet on amall busingsses al! acrozs merica.

The Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am & megmber, Keeps me informed about the UST issug with monthly newsletiers
and up to datg information on their website, ineluding links to FCC information. While [ am awarg thai federal law dogs
not requirg companigs 1o rgeover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that theyg do. fs a
consumer [ would likg gnsurg | am charged fairig. If the PCC goegs to & numbers laxked, my sgrvieg witl cost morg. {Ind
acearding to the Coalition's reegnt megtings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to changg to a flat fee system
soon and without legislation.

[ will econlinug to menitor dgvezlopments on the issug and continug to spread the word to my ecommunity. [ request gou
pasgs along my econegrns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax eould disproportionately affeet
thosg in gour econstitugney.

Thank you for gour ecnlinugd work and 1 lcok forward to hearing about your position on this maiter.

Sincerely,

Hiek @

ce: ,
The Federal Communications Commission
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Collgen Wallacg
2298 McGuirg Road , Symscnis, KY 42082

R eRBC2MARLROOM

Sgnator Miteh MeConnel!

U.5. S¢nate

361-1 Russell Sgnate Office Building
Washington, BC 20510-0001

dubjget: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Sgrvice CC Pockgt 96-45

Dear dgnator MeComell:

| have serious conegrns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to changg thg Universal
agrviee Fund {UST) collgetion method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your eonstitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will bg negalively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

Tle you know, UST (s currgntly eollgeted on a revgnuge basis. Peoplg who usg more pag morg into the sgstem. if the
FCOC changgs that system to & flat Jee, that means that somgong who usg¢a ong thousand minutes & month of long
distanee, pays the same amount into the fund as someong who uses agro minutes of long distancg a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited resouregs wisgly should not be pgnalized for doing so.

A flat fee 1ax eould causg many low-volumg long distancg users, likg students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizgns
and low-income regsidentiaf and rural consumers, to give up lheir phongs dug to unaffordableg monthly inergases on
their bills. 3hifting the funding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volume usgrs is radical and unnegegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental gffect on small busingsses all across America.

The Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am & member, kegps me informed about the USF issug with monthlyg newsletigrs
and up tc dalg information on their website, ineluding links 1o FCC information. While | am awarg that fedgral law dogs
not requirg companies to rgeover, or "pass along" these fees to their cusiomers, the reality is that they do. s a
consumer | would likg gnsurg [ am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers laxed, my sgrvice will ecost morg. ind
according to the Coalition's reegnt meglings with top FCC officials, the FUC hag plans to echange 10 a flat feg system
soon and without lggislation.

t will eonfinug to monitor dﬁzvz]oﬁmgms on thg issue and continag to spread the word to my eommuanity. [ request gou
pass along my eoneerns to the FOT on my behalf, lefting them know how a flat fee tax could digproportionately affeet
those in your constitugney.

Thenk you for your eontinugd work and | look forward te hgaring about your position on this matigr,

Sincergly,

Callgen Wallacg

ee: N ‘ .
The Federal Communications Commission




3309 Lost Vailey Rd. , Ft Wagne, IN 465(8-1636

Hovember 2, 2005 3:03 {4M

dgnator €van Payh

.8, Senate

483 Russell Senate Offieg Building
Washington, ®C 20310-0001

dubjget: Re: Federal-dtate Joint Board on Universal $grvieg CC Pocket 96-45

Pear denator Bagh:

| have serious coneerns regerding the Federal Communieations Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Servieg Fund (U8F) collgetion method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your eonstilugnts, ineluding me. my frignds, family
and neighbors, will be negatively impaetgd by the unfair change proposed by the FCC,

s you know, UST (s currently eollgeted on a revenuge basis. Pgople who usg morg pay morg info the system. If the
TCC changes that system to a flat feg, that means {hat somgong who usga ong thousand mirutgs a month of long
distance, pays the samg amount into the fund as somgong who uses zgro minutgs of long dislancee a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited resourees wisely should not bg penalized for doing so.

9 flai fee 1ax could eause many low-volume long distancg users, like students, prepaid wirglgss usgrs, sgnior citizens
and low-income rgsidgntiat and rural consumers, 1o giveg up their phongs dug to unaffordable monthly inereases on
their bills. $hifting the funding barden of the USF from high volumg to low-volume users is radical and unngegssarg. In
addition, it would havg a highly detrimental gffeet on small busingsses all across fmerica.

The Keep UST Fair Coslition, of which | am a member, Reeps mg informed about the UST issue wilh monthly ngwsletiers
and up 1o datg information on their website, including links to FCC information. Whilg [ am awarg that federal 1aw dogs
not requirg companigs to rgeover, or "pass atong” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. s a
consumer [ would like gnsureg | am charged fairly. If the FCC gogs to a numbgrs taxgd, my servieg will cost morg, nd
acecrding to thg Coalition's recent meetings with 1op FCC officials, the FCC has plans 1o change to a flat fee system
socn and without lggislation.

L will continug to monitor developments on the issug and continug to spread the word to my commanity. [ requgst you
pass along my conegrns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them Know how a flat fee 1ax could disproportionately affeet
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank gou jor your eontinued work and | look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

dincgrely,

lan Fawley

[ON
The Federal Communications Commission
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